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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's election without traverse of claim 1-18 in the reply filed on 6/19/2007 
is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 and 9-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Svensson (US 6,429,622) in view of Varadharajan et al (US 5,887,063). 

With respect to claims 1 and 9, Svensson discloses a portable electronic device 
(fig.2A, 200) comprising: means for receiving a rechargeable battery (fig.3, 380); means 
for receiving compatibility data, over a wireless communication link (col. 4, lines 15-20), 
a battery charger (fig. 1, 130); and means for using said compatibility data to detect the 
presence of a battery charger (130) compatible with the portable electronic device (col. 
4, lines 14-19). 

Svensson, however, does not expressly disclose remotely located battery 
charger (130). Turtle, on the other hand, discloses a remotely located battery charger 
(fig. 1, 10; col. 2, lines 55-64). 

Svensson and Turtle are analogous arts because they are from the same field of 
endeavor namely battery operated electronic device and recharging secondary battery. 
It would have been obvious to provide a remotely charging means to a portable battery 
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operating electronic device of Svensson as taught by Tuttle to ensure proper operation 
of the electronic device when the battery capacity decreases to the point where 
charging the rechargeable battery is required. 

With respect to claims 2 and 12, Svensson discloses the device of claim 1 in 
which the means for receiving compatibility data comprises a short range wireless 
device (col. 4, lines 26-28). 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Svensson discloses in which the short range wireless 
device (col. 4, lines 26-28) comprises one of a Bluetooth module, an IEEE 802.1 1 
module, or an infrared module, adapted to communicate with an active wireless module 
(col. 4, line 22) in the charger (130). Besides, Tuttle discloses that the means for 
receiving compatibility data comprises an RFID transceiver, adapted to communicate 
with a passive wireless device (col. 2, lines 17-20). 

As to claims 10,11, 13 and 14, Svensson discloses that compatibility data 
is inhibited when the charge level of the battery (11) of the portable electronic device is 
greater than a predetermined amount (col. 5, lines 48-56); Tuttle, on the other hand, 
discloses receiving compatibility data operates only in response to a transmission from 
a compatible remotely located battery charger (col. 2, lines 58-65)(claim 13); and the 
compatibility data includes a predetermined code sequence indicating compatibility 
between the charger and the portable electronic device (col. 2, lines 18-50)(claim 14). 

With respect to claims 15 and 16, Svensson discloses that the compatibility data 
includes one or more charge parameter including: battery capacity, battery chemistry, 
charging voltage and/or current, charging pattern, interconnection configuration, 
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manufacturer, current status, charge time remaining to availability, charge tariff, charger 
location (col. 4, lines 13-17); and the portable electronic device is any one of a mobile 
telephone, a personal digital assistant, a digital camera, a notebook computer system, a 
personal audio device, a personal video device or a hybrid of any one or more of the 
above with any other electronic device (see col. 4, lines 57-64). 

Claims 5-8 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Svensson in view of Varadharajan et al, further in view of Gartstein et al (US 
2002/0001745). 

With respect to claims 5-8, combined references of Svensson and Turtle disclose 
the device of claim 1 , but do not disclose further including an alert device for alerting the 
user in which the alert device is adapted to generate an audible, a visual and a vibration 
output. Gartstein et al., however, discloses alert device is adapted to generate an 
audible, a visual and a vibration output (see par. 0012). It would have been obvious to 
modify Svensson device to have added alerting device so that user can hear, see or 
feel the existence of a detected charger to charge the rechargeable battery, and user 
also learn about the deteriorating condition of the battery. 

Regarding claims 17 and 18, combined references of Svensson, Turtle and 
Gartstein disclose the device of claim 5. Besides, Gartstein discloses alert device is 
adapted to notify the user of the existence of a detected battery charger upon existence 
of predetermined conditions (par. 0052); and further predetermined conditions comprise 
detecting the presence of the charger for an extended period of time (par. 0134) 




